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“  Wo  unto  him  that  giveth  his  neighbor  drink ,  that  jnittest 
thy  bottle  to  him ,  and  makest  him  drunken  also ,  that  thou 
mayest  look  on  their  nakedness /” — Hab.  2  :  15. 

In  these  words,  giving  or  furnishing  drink  that  will  make 
drunken,  is  forbidden  ;  and  a  wo  is  pronounced  on  him  who  does 
it.  It  makes  no  difference  whether  we  give  it  as  a  gift  or  sell  it 
for  money  ;  in  either  case  we  put  our  bottle  to  him.  This  we 
must  particularly  apply  to  those  whose  professed  and  licensed 
business  it  is  to  set  out  the  bottle.  The  expression,  that  “  makest 
him  drunken,”  deserves  consideration.  We  say  a  man  gets 
drunk,  as  though  the  fault  were  his  own.  God  says  he  is  made 
drunk,  which  lays  the  fault  at  another  man’s  door.  This  is 
always  the  case  ;  where  you  see  a  drunken  man,  some  person  has 
made  him  drunk.  The  taste  for  it  is  not  natural — it  must  be 
cultivated.  And  if  it  were  not  that  it  is  so  abundantly  furnished 
on  all  sides,  there  would  be  few  drunkards.  Hence  the  wo  of 
God  in  the  text  rests,  not  on  him  that  is  drunk — though  on  him 
also  in  other  places  and  in  a  secondary  sense — but  on  him  that 
makes  him  so.  The  deceiver  is  always  worse  than  the  deceived — 
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he  that  makes  drunk  than  he  that  is  drunk.  The  words  of  the 
text  then  aim  at  the  man  who  furnishes  drink — and  makes 
drunken.  He  then,  or  his  business  must  be  the  subject  of  our 
consideration  to-day.  No  effort  to  correct  the  evils  of  intemper¬ 
ance  can  hope  for  success  which  do  not  aim  at  the  traffic  as  a 
great  evil.  This  is  the  strong  hold — the  tap-root  of  this  great 
system  of  human  ruin.  Never  until  this  is  attacked,  is  the  axe 
laid  to  the  root  of  the  tree. 

It  is  true,  intemperance  would  not  exist  were  there  not  a  lust 
after  this  destructive  excitement  in  the  depraved  heart  of  man. 
If  this  were  removed  by  the  grace  of  the  Gospel,  and  a  principle 
of  spiritual  life  put  in  its  place,  every  one  possessing  it,  would 
have  that  in  him,  which  is  the  victory  over  the  world — and  of 
course  over  all  temptations  presented  from  without.  This  how- 
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ever  is  not,  and  we  much  fear,  will  not  soon,  be  the  case  with  all 
who  are  exposed  to  the  allurements  of  drink.  We  must  there¬ 
fore  take  the  world  as  it  is,  and  the  Temperance  cause  in  the 
character  which  it  claims  to  itself — namely,  to  reform,  and  not 
to  regenerate — to  take  away  temptations  from  men,  and  men 
from  temptations — not  to  kill  the  inward  fire  ;  for  that  God’s 
grace  and  Church  alone  can  do,  but  to  take  away  the  fuel  which 
feeds  it ;  and  though  we  cannot  give  eyes  to  the  blind,  or  cast 
out  the  evil  spirit  from  him  that  is  possessed,  we  can,  nevertheless, 
be  the  hand  that  may  guide  them  to  one,  who  can  both  open  eyes 
and  cast  out  raving  spirits. 

This  has  been  done,  and  this  we  propose  still  to  do  with  all 
godly  sincerity,  self-denial,  and  patience  in  labor.  The  most  im¬ 
portant  part  of  our  duty  as  the  friends  of  drunkards  is  to  labor 
against  the  traffic  of  liquor.  It  is  this,  backed  as  it  is  by  law, 
and  by  long  custom,  and  sustained  by  a  large  portion  of  public 
opinion,  that  presents  to  the  friends  of  sobriety  a  dreadful  front. 
It  seems  so  like  a  Goliah — we  like  a  David  !  God  grant  that 
after  the  battle  is  over  it  may  still  be  Goliah — upon  the  earth  ! 
and  we  David  erect  and  triumphant  through  God.  It  is  by  the 
traffic  that  confirmed  drunkards  are  held  hopeless  ;  by  it,  those 
reformed  once,  are  again  allured  and  overcome  ;  and  by  it  a  re¬ 
inforcement  is  constantly  kept  in  training,  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of 
those  who  sink  and  die.  It  is  the  traffic  that  controls  the  mass — 
on  national  festivities,  on  public  days,  on  the  Saturday  hours  of 
leisure  ;  and  it  is  the  traffic  which  reigns  over  the  floating  tide  of 
human  life,  on  our  public  thoroughfares,  and  public  works.  It  is 
the  traffic  that  stands  ready,  and  claims  it  as  its  privilege,  to 
clench  the  hand  of  friendship,  to  entertain  the  light-hearted  la¬ 
borer’s  evenings,  and  even  Sabbath  hours,  and  to  take  to  its 
bosom  the  traveller  from  home.  How  can  an  effort,  to  correct 
the  evils  of  intemperance,  be  complete,  that  does  not  see  in  the 
traffic  its  oldest,  strongest,  proudest,  and  most  daring  foe  ? 

“  My  voice  then  is  for  war,”  upon  the  traffic — a  rational, 
scriptural  war  with  no  weapons  but  those  of  truth.  The  most 
effectual  way  to  oppose  it,  is,  perhaps,  to  exhibit  its  great  evil, 
and  the  extreme  sinfulness  of  those  who  are  engaged  in  it.  There 
are  perhaps  two  classes  of  men  engaged  in  the  sale  of  liquor  : 
one  class  feel  perfectly  careless,  reckless,  and  irresponsible. — 
This  class  we  do  not  expect  to  reach.  The  other  class  is  com¬ 
posed  of  men,  who  feel  uneasy  at  times  in  the  business,  and  are 
perhaps  sometimes,  and  to  some  degree,  convinced  of  its  wicked¬ 
ness  ;  but  are  induced  to  continue  in  it  from  motives  of  gain. 
Desiring  thus  to  continue  from  pecuniary  considerations— which 
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are  with  most  men  very  strong — they  find  it  necessary  in  various 
wavs,  to  close  their  consciences  to  the  truth,  or  to  impose  upon 
their  better  nature  by  false  arguments.  In  this  way  they  manage 
to  keep  the  great  enormity  of  their  guilt  out  of  sight.  Such 
will  sometimes  lend  an  ear  to  the  truth.  Oh  !  that  we  could 
persuade  them  ! 

Men,  too,  and  even  temperance  men  and  Christians,  are  apt,  by 
a  false  and  sickly  charity,  or  perhaps  by  a  lazy  and  irresponsible 
habit  of  mind,  to  think  too  lightly  of  the  great  sin  of  the  traffic  ; 
blinded  too  by  the  neighborly  spirit,  or  by  some  traits  of  excel¬ 
lence  which  are  bright,  though  they  be  like  a  green  vine  that  some¬ 
times  strays  out  over  ruins  ;  or  like  a  moonbeam  that  looks  at 
heme  in  a  rotten  carcass,  though  its  home  is  above,  and  not 
there  !  But  this  is  not  charity.  Charity  “  rejoiceth  not  in  in¬ 
iquity,  but  rejoiceth  in  the  truth.”  It  is  not  only  an  absence  of 
charity,  but  a  presence  of  sin,  to  call  evil  good.  Let  such  re¬ 
member  :  “  He  that  justifieth  the  wicked,  and  he  that  condemneth 
the  just,  even  they  both  are  abomination  to  the  Lord.”  Prov. 
17:  15. 

I  call  your  attention  then  at  this  time  to  the  following  proposi¬ 
tion,  which  I  shall  endeavor  to  establish  from  God’s  word,  and 
from  no  other  source. 

Many  who  are  engaged  in  selling ,  by  retail ,  strong  drinks , 
as  a  beverage,  when  death  results  from  the  liquor  they  sell,  are, 
in  the  sight  of  God,  and  in  the  light  of  his  revealed  will,  mur¬ 
derers.  Hence  the  “  wo  /” 

You  see  this  proposition  is  laid  down  vrith  the  utmost  calm¬ 
ness,  except  the  trembling  sense  of  its  solemnity  and  truthful¬ 
ness,  which  the  heart  cannot  fail  to  feel.  It  was  written  in  the 
quietude  of  the  study  in  one  of  my  calmest  hours  ;  and  what  is 
to  be  said  in  support  of  it  was  written  at  the  same  place,  and 
with  at  least  some  sense  of  that  dreadful  responsibility  which  a 
minister  ought  to  feel,  who  desires  to  have  his  hands  clean  of 
blood  in  that  day  of  trial,  when  truth  will  be  separated  from  error 
at  another  bar  than  that  at  which  men  drink  and  are  merry. 

It  has  been  heard  in  rhetorical  elevations  of  style,  it  has  been 
asserted  to  give  a  forcible  turn  to  a  paragraph,  that  men  who  sell  li¬ 
quor  are  murderers.  The  same  has  also  been  said  by  deep-thinking 
and  earnest  men,  by  grave  judges,  conscientious  and  solemn  minis¬ 
ters  of  the  Gospel,  and  by  writers  on  morality.  It  is  left  on  record, 
as  the  sober  opinion  of  some  of  the  -wisest  and  the  best,  evidences 
of  which  can  be  furnished  in  their  own  v7ords  published  to  the 
world,  by  their  own  permission. 
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Dr.  Beecher,  one  of  the  most  eminent  clergymen  now  living, 
says :  “  I  challenge  any  man  who  understands  the  nature  of 
ardent  spirits,  and  yet  for  the  sake  of  gain  continues  to  be  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  traffic,  to  show  that  he  is  not  guilty  of  murder.” 

The  Hon.  Reuben  H.  Walworth,  Chancellor  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  one  of  the  most  distinguished  lawyers  in  the  country, 
says  :  “  It  is  a  traffic  in  the  bodies  and  souls  of  men.”  “  The 
time  will  come  when  reflecting  men  will  no  more  think  of  vend¬ 
ing  ardent  spirits,  or  erecting  or  renting  grog-shops  as  a  means 
of  gain,  than  they  would  now  think  of  poisoning  the  well  from 
which  a  neighbor  obtains  water  for  his  family,  or  arming  a  ma¬ 
niac  to  destroy  his  own  life,  or  the  lives  of  others.” 

The  Hon.  Judge  Craneh,  of  Washington  city,  used  the  fol¬ 
lowing  language  in  regard  to  the  men  in  this  business  :  “  I  know 
that  the  cup  (which  contains  ardent  spirits)  is  poisoned;  I  know 
that  it  may  cause  death,  that  it  may  cause  more  than  death,  that 
it  may  lead  to  crime,  to  sin,  to  the  tortures  of  everlasting  remorse. 
Am  I  not  then  a  murderer  ?  W  orse  than  a  murderer  ?  As  much 
worse  as  the  soul  is  better  than  the  body  ?” 

Dr.  Wayland,  President  of  Brown  University,  and  author  of 
the  justly  celebrated  work  on  Moral  Science,  says,  in  speaking  of 
the  traffic  :  “  The  business  is  equally  criminal  with  the  selling 
of  any  other  poison,  or  propagating  the  plague  or  leprosy.” 

The  Hon.  David  Dagget,  Chief  Justice  of  the  State  of  Con¬ 
necticut,  uses  the  following  language  :  “  They  that  sell  or  make 
ardent  spirits  for  common  use,  are  as  wicked  as  those  that  sell  or 
make  poison  for  the  same  purpose;  the  blood  of  murdered  bodies 
and  souls  will  be  required  at  their  hands.” 

The  following  is  the  language  of  the  Rev.  Justin  Edwards,  D. 
I).,  the  distinguished  Secretary  of  the  American  and  Foreign 
Sabbath  Union  :  “  The  accessory  and  the  principal  in  the  com¬ 
mission  of  crime  are  both  guilty.  Both  by  human  laws  are  con¬ 
demned.  The  principle  applies  to  the  law  of  God  ;  and  not 
only  drunkards,  but  drunkard-makers- — not  only  murderers,  but 
those  who  excite  them  to  commit  murder,  and  furnish  them  with 
the  known  cause  of  their  evil  deeds,  will,  if  they  understand  what 
they  do,  and  continue  thus  to  rebel  against  God,  be  shut  out  of 
Heaven.”  “  To  the  pauperism,  crime,  sickness,  insanity  and 
death,  temporal  and  eternal,  which  ardent  spirit  occasions,  those 
who  knowingly  furnish  the  materials,  those  who  manufacture,  and 
those  who  sell  it,  are  all  accessory,  and  as  such  will  be  held  re¬ 
sponsible  at  the  divine  tribunal/’ 

A  professed  Bible  argument,  conducted  in  systematic  form,  on 
this  subject  has  never  yet  met  my  eyes.  The  sober  opinions  of 
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men  are  of  weight,  not  only  because  in  many  counsellors  there 
is  wisdom,  but  because  these  men  have  the  principles,  by  which 
their  judgments  are  guided,  from  the  Bible.  Still  the  language 
of  God  to  us  is,  search  the  Scriptures,  to  the  law  and  to  the  testi¬ 
mony,  this  is  the  truth  walk  ye  in  it. 

First  then,  let  us  state  some  facts. 

It  is  a  fact,  which  no  one  disputes,  that  liquor  kills.  Some¬ 
times  it  kills  suddenly,  and  at  other  times  by  degrees.  This  de¬ 
pends  on  the  quality  of  the  liquor,  on  the  quantity  taken,  and  on 
the  physical  constitution  and  the  ordinary  habits  of  him  who 
drinks  it.  "Whether  it  takes  a  less  or  a  longer  time  to  do  its 
work,  it  is  averse  to  life,  and  in  many  cases  ends  it.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  a  proper  and  sufficient  instrument  by  which  life  may  be 
taken — just  as  much  so  as  a  halter,  a  pistol,  a  dirk,  or  poison. 

Facts  also,  which  no  one  will  dispute,  show  that  the  lives  of 
many  have  been  taken  by  liquor.  So  plain  is  this,  that  it  is  in 
many  cases,  as  easy  to  tell  that  the  death  of  a  man  is  connected 
with  liquor  as  its  cause ,  as  it  is  to  refer  the  stab  in  the  heart  to 
the  dagger,  or  the  hole  of  the  ball  to  the  pistol.  Yea  more  : 
when  we  see  a  man  hanging  dead  with  a  rope  round  his  neck, 
we  are  not  more  sure  that  lie  was  killed  bv  hanging,  than  we  are 
sure,  when  we  see  a  man  lie  dead  beside  the  road  or  even  in  bed, 
with  red  eyes,  bloated  and  blue  face,  and  the  haggard  and  horrid 
lineaments  of  mania  potu  on  his  features. — that  he  was  killed  by 
liquor.  There  is,  therefore,  no  difficulty,  in  case  of  untimely  and 
unnatural  death  by  liquor,  in  tracing  the  effect  to  its  true  and 
legitimate  cause. 

Again  :  There  are  numerous  cases,  which  have  come  under 
the  observation  of  almost  every  man,  in  which  the  death  of  the 
individual  was  so  nearly  and  so  plainly  connected  with  some 
dealer  in  strong  drink  that  there  could  be  no  mistake  as  to  the 
person  who  furnished  the  potation  which  was  the  immediate 
cause  and  instrument  of  his  death.  Thus,  for  instance,  there  have 
been  cases  where  drunkards  drank  late  and  long  at  a  bar  in  a 
cold  winter  night,  and  were  at  last  hurried  out  without  strength 
or  wisdom  to  protect  their  lives,  and  lay,  next  morning,  dead,  not 
far  from  the  place  where  the  liquor  was  sold  them — not  far  from 
the  drawer  where  their  last  penny  lay — and  sometimes  with  a 
bottle  by  their  side.  Cases  have  been,  where  liquor  sellers  have 
furnished  it  to  customers,  even  after  they  could  no  more  leave 
the  lonely  shop,  where  they  soon  after  died  of  mania  potu. — 
Cases  have  been,  where  a  bottle  was  found  under  the  bed,  after 
the  victim  had  been  killed  by  drunken  madness,  and  the  bar  could 
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be  pointed  out  where  it  was  sold,  and  the  book  in  which  it  was 
charged  !  But  where  should  we  stop  in  enumerating  cases  of 
the  kind,  where  the  effect  can  be  traced  to  the  clear  light  of  open 
day,  as  infallibly  as  we  can  trace  a  sunbeam  to  its  home  in  the 
sky.  These  then  are  the  facts.  Now  let  us  inquire  whether 
these  kind  of  deaths  are  murders ,  and  if  they  are,  who  is  the 
murderer  ? 

These  deaths  can  only  be  one  of  four  kinds.  They  must  be 
either  natural,  accidental  or  providential,  which  is  the  same  thing, 
suicidal,  or  murders.  Death  can  take  place  in  no  other  way. 

1.  Are  they  natural?  Plainly  no.  It  is  not  a  sickness, 
which  the  system  naturally  engenders.  The  symptoms  are  such 
as  never  accompany  natural  death.  It  is  never  brought  on  by  a 
natural  use  of  our  physical  organs,  or  by  any  administerings  to 
natural  wants.  And  no  where  does  nature  furnish  the  means  by 
which  it  is  brought  about.  So  unnatural  are  all  the  phenomena 
attending  this  kind  of  death,  that  it  is  a  by-word  and  an  astonish¬ 
ment  to  all  who  behold  it. 

2.  Are  these  kind  of  deaths  accidental  ?  Who  will  pretend  to 
say  so  ?  Do  those  who  make  the  liquor,  make  it  accidentally  ?  Is 
the  taste  for  it  accidentally  acquired  ?  Is  he  who  sells  it — after  hav¬ 
ing  obtained  his  license,  after  furnishing  his  bar,  after  shutting  his 
eyes, ears,  and  heart,  to  all  that  the  wise  and  good  do  to  suppress 
the  evil,  after  ail  the  exhibitions  which  he  has  of  its  tendency  and 
effects  in  those  who  drink  at  his  bar — is  he  still  selling  acci¬ 
dentally  ?  In  short,  is  the  whole  process  by  which  the  juice  of 
rye,  coni,  &c.,  finds  its  way  from  the  pure  fountain  in  which  God 
has  assigned  it  its  place  for  nobler  purposes,  till  it  is  creeping,  a 
subtle  poison,  up  into  the  fountains  of  life — is  all  this  accident? — 
as  when  a  limb  falls  upon  the  traveller,  or  as  when  the  joiner 
falls  from  the  roof !  It  is  no  accident. 

3.  Is  it  suicide  ?  Suicide,  says  Webster,  is  “  the  act  of  design¬ 
edly  destroying  one’s  own  life.”  Can  it  be  said,  in  ordinary 
cases,  that  those  who  die  from  liquor  destroy  themselves  ? — Have 
they  not  assistance  lent  them  in  the  work  of  death  ?  “That  makest 
him  drunken.”  But  can  it  be  said,  in  any  sense,  that  they  des¬ 
troy  themselves  designedly  ?  There  are  cases  in  which  one  takes 
even  his  own  life  by  accident ;  but  to  be  suicide,  it  must  be  a 
designed  attempt  on  his  life  which  is  successful.  If  he  designed 
to  take  his  life,  would  he  choose  such  a  lingering,  and  withal 
shameful  death  ?  No ;  so  far  from  intending  his  death,  it  is  scarce¬ 
ly  possible,  in  ordinary  cases,  to  persuade  him  that  the  way  he 
pursues  will  end  in  death.  A  consumpted  person,  in  the  last 
stages  of  that  disease,  has  not  more  causes,  to  which  he  attributes 
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his  ailments,  than  has  a  drunkard  in  the  last  stage  of  the  drunken 
rot !  A  design  on  his  life  ?  Yes,  it  may  be  the  case  with  some, 
who  drink  madly  with  a  recklessness  which  shows  that,  though 
too  fearful  for  suicide,  they  would  gladly  find  death  in  another 
form  ;  but  such  men  are  under  a  cloud  of  despair,  beat  up  by  the 
ills  of  life  in  some  other  direction.  Even  in  such  cases  the  dram- 
seller  is  an  accessory.  “  That  makest  him  drunken.”  But  as 
to  drunkards  generally,  they  love  life,  fear  death,  cherish  hopes  ; 
and  to  them  to-morrow  beckons  in  smiles  as  sweet,  as  meet  any 
one  on  life’s  highway.  They,  like  all  sinners,  in  whom  the 
hopes  of  Heaven  are  not  brighter  than  the  promises  of  earth — 

- “  They  rather  choose  to  hear  those  ills  they  have, 

Than  fly  to  others  that  they  know  not  of.” 

If  then  it  is  not  his  design  to  take  his  own  life,  it  must  be  plain, 
that  where  his  life  is  destroyed,  it  must  be  by  some  auxiliaries  or 
helps  to  death,  that  are  brought  to  bear  upon  him  from  some  out¬ 
ward  direction.  He  is  dead  !  Here  is  the  effect;  where  is  the 
cause  ?  We  have  seen  that  his  death  is  not  natural;  it  is  not  ac¬ 
cidental;  it  is  not  suicidal.  There  remains  only  one  more  form, 
in  which  it  could  possibly  take  place,  and  that  is  murder. 

4.  Then — Is  it  murder  ?  Murder,  says  Webster,  is  “  the  act 
of  unlawfully  killing  a  human  being  with  premeditated  malice, 
by  a  person  of  sound  mind.”  This  is  also,  in  substance,  the  defi¬ 
nition  which  the  law  of  the  land  gives  of  murder.  It  will  be  re¬ 
membered,  however,  that  the  proposition  which  we  have  under 
consideration  has  nothing  to  do  with  murder  as  it  is  in  the  eyes 
of  civil  law,  but  murder  as  it  is  in  the  sight  of  God,  and  in  the 
light  of  his  revealed  will.  The  law  of  the  land  does  not  cover 
the  whole  ground  of  the  divine  law  ;  it  always,  and  properly  too, 
leans  on  mercy’s  side.  As  man,  who  is  fallible  and  may  err,  is 
the  judge  of  man,  and  as  there  are  a  thousand  ways  by  which  a 
mistake  may  creep  into  the  verdict,  charity  and  an  humble  fear 
of  the  trembling  consequences  of  executing  the  innocent,  very 
properly  forbid  that  justice  should  be  laid  to  the  outer  lines. — 
Hence  the  motto  of  the  laws  is,  “  better  that  ninety -nine  guilty 
ones  escape  than  one  innocent  person  should  be  executed.” 
This,  then,  is  the  reason,  why  the  law  of  the  land  does  not  pur¬ 
sue  murder  out  of  its  high-way  into  its  lanes.  In  this  respect 
it  may  be  said:  the  law  looks  to  the  outward  appearance;  but 
the  law  of  God  searcheth  the  heart. 

It  is  then  in  the  light  of  God’s  word  and  will,  that  we  are  to 
consider  murder.  What  murder  is  in  the  scriptural  sense,  is  best 
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seen  from  the  command  which  prohibits  it,  “  Thou  shalt  not 
kill.”  Of  course,  it  is  addressed  to  men,  and  has  reference  to  man. 
Thou  shalt  not  destroy  the  life  of  man.  This  is  an  absolute 
command,  like  all  the  ten  in  the  moral  law,  and  can  not  be  modi¬ 
fied  by  any  circumstances. 

It  has  been  supposed,  that  it  is  necessary  to  modify  this  com- 
nftind,  so  as  to  make  those  exceptions  which  they  suppose  it 
necessary  to  make  ;  but  this  is  a  mistake,  arising  from  an  over¬ 
sight  of  the  fact  that  the  command  is  addressed  to  man,  as 
an  individual.  Thus — 

1  It  has  been  thought  necessary  to  limit  it,  because  we  are 
commanded  to  put  to  death,  that  is  to  kill,  murderers.  But  no 
man  is  allowed  to  kill  a  murderer.  This  is  done  by  the  nation, — 
by  the  powers  that  be,  which  are  ordained  of  God  ;  so  that  real¬ 
ly  it  is  God  himself  who  takes  the  murderer’s  life  by  the  hand  of 
his  “minister.”  Rom.  xiii.  4  God  does  not  say  to  nations , 
but  to  man,  thou  shalt  not  kill. 

2.  It  has  been  thought  necessary  to  limit  it,  because  it  is  law¬ 
ful  to  take  life  in  a  just  and  lawful  war.  It  is  not  necessary 
here  to  decide  the  question  whether  war  is  or  can  be  right ;  it  is 
sufficient  to  remark,  that  all  the  blood  shed  in  war  is  shed  in  a 
national,  and  not  in  an  individual  capacity.  If  it  be  right  to  kill  - 
in  war,  it  is  because  it  is  done  in  a  national,  and  not  in  an  indi¬ 
vidual  capacity.  Though  we  think  the  old  motto  on  this  subject 
most  correct :  “  When  war  begins,  hell  opens  !” 

3.  It  has  been  thought  necessary  to  limit  it,  because  it  is  law¬ 
ful  to  kill  in  self-defence.  Here  again  it  is  not  necessary  to  our 
purpose  to  settle  the  subject  of  resistance  or  non-resistance. — 
Suppose  it  is  lawful  to  kill  in  self-defence,  his  action  in  the  case 
is  not  directed  towards  killing  another,  but  to  defending  himself. 
His  attitude  is  to  ward  off,  and  not  to  pounce,  in  the  way  of 
positive  aggression  or  invasion,  upon  the  life  of  another.  As  soon 
as  he  oversteps  the  line  of  an  off-warding  position,  and,  in  a 
positive  way,  pursues  his  victim,  he  is  in  the  path  of  the  murderer. 
If  any  one,  however,  falls  at  his  hand,  he  is  not  a  murderer;  but 
the  other  is  a  suicide.  He  rushed  into  forbidden  relations  ;  he 
fell  upon  the  rights  of  another,  and  judgment  met  him.  The 
hand  of  God  held  him  back,  by  the  hand  of  another,  and  punished 
him.  God  has  just  as  good  a  right  to  use,  for  this  purpose,  a 
man,  as  an  instrument,  as  he  has  to  use  a  bolt  from  Heaven  or 
any  other  providential  interference.  He  who  falls  is  just  as 
much  a  suicide  as  if  he  rushed  upon  raging  flames,  or  against  a 
brazen  wall ;  and  the  man  who  stood  in  an  attitude  of  off-ward¬ 
ing  self-defence,  and  no  more,  is  no  more  a  murderer  than  the 
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Barnes  of  the  wall  would  be.  We  have  ‘God’s  image  iti  us- — it 
is  God  who  defends  it,  and  smites  the  invader,  either  by  our  own 
hand  or  by  the  hand  of  the  law. 

4.  It  has  been  thought  necessary  to  limit  Fthis  command,  be¬ 
cause  one  man  may  fall  at  the  hand  of  another  by  accident,  in 
which  case  he  cannot  be  considered  a  murderer.  In  case  of  ac¬ 
cident,  it  is  not  man,  but  God,  who  takes  life.  This  he  may  do 
accidentally,  as  we  say,  by  the  hand  of  another,  as  well  as  by 
-a  falling  limb,  a  burning  house,  or  a  fractious  horse..  It  is  not 
then,  in  this  case  man,  that  takes  his  fellow’s  life,  or  kills. 

Hence  we  see  that  the  command  as  given  to  man  in  reference 
to  man  remains  absolute.  Though  nations  may  take  life  in 
punishment  for  murder,  or  in  just  defensive  war,  if  war  be  just — 
though  God  may  take  the  life  of  a  man  by  the  hands  of  another 
in  the  way  of  self-defence  or  murder,  yet  his  command  to  you, 
as  an  individual,  remains  firm  as  his  throne,  fixed  and  unchange¬ 
able  as  his  will,  unyielding  as  his  own  nature  :  “  Thou  shalt  not 
kill !” 

This  brings  us  then  to  the  unmistakable  Bible  definition  of 
murder.  THOU  shalt  not  kill — in  no  way,  by  no  kinds  of 
means  or  instruments,  in  no  circumstances,  neither  directly  nor 
indirectly,  neither  immediately  nor  remotely,  neither  by  yourself 
or  by  another,  neither  alone  or  associated  with  others — absolute¬ 
ly,  unconditionally,  without  any  modifications,  thou  shalt  not  kill 
or  take  the  life  of  man;  if  you  do,  his  blood  cries  from  the  ground, 
and  Heaven  replies  from  above — a  Murderer  !  And  though  the 
law  of  the  land,  as  before  said,  properly  modest,  charitable,  and 
merciful,  does  not  say  :  “  he  shall  surely  be  put  to  death  yet 
God  who  judgeth  finally,  and  without  fail,  will  say:  “no  murderer 
hath  eternal  life  !” 

I.  From  what  has  now  been  said,  it  will  be  plain,  that  “  pre¬ 
meditated  malice,”  as  civil  law  requires,  against  an  individual,  is 
not  necessary  to  constitute  murder.  This,  however,  we  proceed 
still  further  to  prove  ;  for  it  cannot  be  said,  in  general  cases,  that 
the  seller  of  liquor  has  malice  against  his  victim. 

1.  If  we  pursue  a  course,  careless,  reckless,  and  indifferent  to 
Jthe  life  of  others  who  stand  exposed,  and  their  death  is  produced 
by  it,  though  we  have  had  no  malice  against  them,  we  are  guilty 
of  murder. 

In  proof  of  this  might  be  urged  the  principle,  in  which  all 
moralists  agree,  that  every  negative  command  includes  its  positive. 
Thus,  when  God  says :  “  thou  shalt  have  no  other  gods  before 
me,”  he  must  be  understood  in  the  same  language  to  enjoin,  “  thou 
shalt  have  me  as  your  God”— -when  he  says  “  thou  shalt  not  bow 
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down  to  them,  nor  serve  them,”  he  enjoins,  “thou  shalt  bow  down 
to  me  and  serve  me.”  Thus,  then,  when  he  says,  “  thou  shalt 
not  kill,”  he  includes  in  this  negative  its  positive,  namely,  “thou 
shalt  save  and  preserve  the  life  of  others.”  Indeed,  it  is  for  the 
very  purpose  of  saving  and  preserving  life,  that  this  command  is 
given.  If,  then,  death  ensue,  on  account  of  the  reckless  and  in¬ 
different  course  which  one  man  pursues  in  reference  to  the  life  of 
another,  he  has  violated  the  positive  part  of  this  commandment, 
and  is  a  murderer. 

Let  us  point  out  some  cases  which  illustrate  and  confirm  this 
principle.  A  man  wishes  to  repair  the  roof  of  his  house  ;  he 
casts  down  stone  and  timber  upon  the  pavement,  without  any 
notice,  knowing  that  people  are  constantly  passing  below.  He 
cares  not  who,  or  whether  any  one,  is  killed;  he  only  cares  to 
have  his  work  done,  in  the  quickest  and  cheapest  way.  If  by 
this  indifference  to  the  life  of  another,  one  falls  under  the  weight 
of  a  tile  hurled  from  his  hand — is  he  guilty  in  the  light  of  this 
command  ?  Reason,  and,  as  we  shall  presently  see,  Scripture 
says,  yes. 

A  soldier,  on  a  day  of  public  muster,  in  a  crowd,  wishes  his 
gun  discharged.  Without  caring  who  is  near,  or  in  what  direc¬ 
tion  the  muzzle  is  turned,  he  discharges  its  contents.  One  falls! 
Is  he  guilty  l  Yes. 

A  druggist,  careless  and  wilfully  ignorant,  caring  only  to  sell, 
but  not  careful  what,  mixes  things  of  a  similar  appearance  with 
perfect  indifference ;  in  this  way  he  gets  arsenic  mixed  among  other 
things  that  look  like  it,  and  sells,  when  called  upon,  this  mixture 
made  so  by  his  carelessness.  One  falls  !  Is  he  guilty  in  the  light 
of  this  command  ?  Yes. 

Take  another  case.  A  tavern-keeper,  with  no  malice  against 
any  man,  but  in  eager  pursuit  of  his  business,  careless  of  all  con¬ 
sequences,  sells  liquor  to  him  who  appears  at  his  bar.  While 
he  sells,  he  speaks  of  his  legal  right,  of  his  license,  of  the  duty  of 
every  man  to  support  his  family,  of  the  duty  of  him  who  drinks 
to  take  care  of  himself,  but  not  one  word  of  his  own  duty  to  save 
life  in  danger.  One  falls,  as  thousands  have  done  !  Is  he  guilty 
of  murder,  in  the  light  of  this  principle  ? — Yes  !  yes  !  yes  ! 

That  this  principle  is  correct,  that  all  these  cases  are  similar 
and  alike,  and  that  they  are  all  a  violation  of  the  command,  “Thou 
shalt  not  kill,”  will  now  be  proved  by  an  instance  from  the  Bible, 
which  decides  all  strife  in  the  judgments  of  men.  Hear  it.  “If 
an  ox  was  wont  to  push  with  his  horn  in  time  past,  and  it  hath 
been  testified  to  his  owner,  and  he  hath  not  kept  him  in,  but  that 
he  hath  killed  a  man  or  a  woman ;  the  ox  shall  be  stoned,  and 
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his  owner  also  shall  be  put  to  death.”  Ex.  21  :  29.  Here 
then  is  a  man  who  had  an  ox.  He  knew  it  to  be  a  dangerous 
animal,  for  it  had  been  testified  to  him  that  he  was  wont  to  push 
with  his  horn  in  time  past ;  but  careless  and  indifferent  to  the 
lives  of  others,  who  might  be  exposed  to  his  rage,  he  lets  him  run 
at  large.  He  might  have  argued,  it  costs  too  much  to  keep  him 
at  home,  and  I  must  support  my  family,  and  it  is  the  duty  of 
every  man  to  take  care  of  himself — let  people  keep  out  of  his 
way,  and  such  like.  But  no,  God  holds  him  responsible,  and  if 
he  gore  any  one  that  he  die,  his  owner  shall  be  put  to  death — 
the  penalty  for  murder.  Any  child  can  trace  out  the  analogy, 
and  make  the  application.  The  seller  of  strong  drink  has  in  his 
bar  a  creature  which  gores  ;  it  has  been  wont  so  to  do  in  time 
past ;  many  have  fallen  under  its  push  to  rise  no  more  till  that 
day  when  all  arise  ;  it  has  been  testified  to  him — from  Heaven, 
Wo  to  him  that  puts  his  bottle  to  his  neighbor — it  has  been  testi¬ 
fied  to  him  on  earth — in  logic,  in  eloquence,  in  poetry,  in  reason, 
in  Scripture,  in  the  pulpit,  on  the  highway,  in  the  street,  in  con¬ 
ventions  large  ,  as  States,  nations,  the  world,  in  the  school-house, 
in  the  grove,  in  tracts,  pamphlets,  papers  and  books,  in  groans 
from  the  dying  victim,  in  the  ravings  of  drunken  madness,  in 
death  at  his  door,  in  the  tears  of  wretched  and  bereaved  families — 
and  if  he  had  faith  in  that  Scripture  which  says,  no  drunkard 
hath  eternal  life,  and  would  hold  his  ear  close  up  to  the  veil 
which  hangs  before  the  awful  world  of  spirits,  he  might  hear 
this  testimony  in  the  groans  of  millions — damned  ! — by  his  busi¬ 
ness  ! — gored  and  pushed  into  eternal  night  by  the  ox  which  he 
could  have  kept  in  !  In  no  sense  can  this  or  such  instances  be 
considered  an  accident.  The  case  is  not  like  an  accident  and 
the  penalty  is  not  the  same.  We  are  not  in  the  dark  on  this 
subject.  In  Deut.  19  :  5,  we  have  an  accident,  the  law  concern¬ 
ing  it,  and  its  penalty.  The  accident  is  :  “  When  a  man  goeth 
into  the  wood  with  his  neighbor  to  hew  wood,  and  his  hand 
fetcheth  a  stroke  with  the  axe  to  cut  down  the  tree,  and  the  head 
slippeth  from  the  helve,  and  lighteth  upon  his  neighbor,  that  he 
die.”  This  is  the  accident.  The  penalty  is  :  “  He  shall  flee 
unto  one  of  these  cities  (of  refuge)  and  live  ;”  whereas,  in  the 
other  case,  the  penalty  is,  the  owner  of  the  ox  “  shall  be  put  to 
death.” 

Here  it  may  be  remarked,  by  way  of  note  :  That  among  the 
Jews,  even  in  the  case  of  an  accident,  he,  at  whose  hand  it  took 
place,  was  bound  to  leave  the  country,  and  fly  to  a  city  of  refuge. 
This  banishment  from  the  land  was  a  heavy  penalty,  and  was 
intended  to  make  men  cautious,  and  thus  to  prevent  the  frequency 
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of  accident.  Granting,  then,  the  deaths,  which  take  place  at 
the  hands  of  men  who  sell  liquor,  to  be  mere  accident,  seeing 
they  happen  so  frequently,  ought  not  banishment  to  be  the  penalty? 
for  the  safety  of  society  to  inspire  men  with  just  caution,  and  to 
be  a  check  upon  their  frequent  recurrence  ? 

That  death,  moreover,  can  only  be  called  an  accident,  which 
takes  place  when  and  while  we  are  lawfully  engaged.  “  Other¬ 
wise,”  says  Dr.  Hopkins,  who  died  in  London  1690,  and  who 
did  not,  therefore,  shape  his  thoughts  to  the  temperance  reform — 
“  Otherwise,  if  we  be  doing  that  which  is  unjustifiable,  which  ac¬ 
cidentally  proves  to  be  the  death  of  another,  this  cannot  be  ex¬ 
cused  from  murder :  and  I  am  sure  God  exacts  the  same  punish¬ 
ment  for  it.  Therefore  it  is  said,  Ex.  21  :  22,  23,  that  if  men 
strive  among  themselves  and  hurt  a  woman  that  she  die,  though 
it  was  not  intended  by  them,  yet  life  shall  go  for  life  :  because 
their  strife  and  contention  between  themselves  is  an  unlawful 
action.”  To  give  strong  drink  to  a  fellow  man  either  by  sale  or 
gift  is  directly  forbidden  by  God.  Hab.  2  :  15  “Wo  unto  him 
that  giveth  his  neighbor  drink,  that  puttest  thy  bottle  to  him.” — 
It  is  therefore  unlawful.  And  the  deaths  which  are  consequent 
are  no  accidents  but  murders.  And  hence  the  “  wo  !” 

The  same  author  remarks  also  :  “  There  ought  also  to  be  a 
due  care  taken  to  avoid  any  mischief  that  may  happen  upon 
doing  a  lawful  action,  by  giving  notice  to  those  who  come  in  the 
way  of  danger,  and  forbearing  to  do  it  whilst  they  are  there.” — 
Granting,  therefore,  even  that  selling  liquor  is  lawful  and  justifi¬ 
able  in  the  sight  of  God- which  we  do  not — ought  men  not  to 
desist  when  there  is  danger  that  death  will  ensue  ?  Is  this  done, 
to  save  the  lives  of  such  as  draw  near  unto  destruction  ?  Instead 
of  “  giving  notice  to  those  who  come  in  the  way  of  danger,”  as 
this  old  divine  in  pious  simplicity  thinks  is  their  duty,  they  give 
notice  that  their  “bar  is  furnished  with  the  choicest  liquors, 
which  the  market  can  afford  ;”  and  an  accommodating  har-keeper 
to  deal  them  out !  Instead  of  “forbearing  to  do  it  whilst  they  are 
there,”  that  is  the  very  time  when  it  is  done  with  the  greatest 
satisfaction  ;  the  approaching  victim  is  met  with  a  smile,  and  a 
diverting  joke and  public  days,  when  liquor  goes  out  and 
money  comes  in,  are  the  gala  days  of  the  trafficker.  It  is  then 
that  all  about  his  bar  invites  :  Ho  ! — he  that  is  simple  let  him 
turn  in  hither ! 

2.  A  man  may  cause  the  death  of  another,  by  a  supreme  re¬ 
gard  to  his  own  interests,  where  his  act  is  neither  premeditated 
nor  malicious.  A  highwayman  wishes  to  rob — he  does  not  hate 
ills  victim.  He  only  wants  his  money.  He  does  not  even  in- 
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tend  to  take  his  life  ;  but,  in  the  process,  he  finds  that  his  success 
and  safety  depend  entirely  upon  his  taking  the  life  of  his  man.— 
In  the  emergency  he  kills  him  ;  not  as  an  end,  but  as  a  means  of 
success  and  safety.  Here  is  neither  malice,  nor  premeditation. 
Is  he  a  murderer  ?  certainly,  yes.  What  is  the  cause  which  led 
him  to  it  ?  Self-interest,  supreme — higher  than  his  regard  for  the 
life  of  another. 

I  need  not  stop  to  apply  this. 

Take  another  instance.  2.  Kings  6  :  25-30.  There  is  a 
dreadful  famine  in  Samaria.  Many  die — many  more  must  die. 
There  are  two  women,  who  are  starving,  and  have  each  a  child  in 
their  arms.  They  agree  with  each  other  thus  :  “  Give  thy  son, 
that  we  may  eat  him  to-day,  and  we  will  eat  my  son  to-morrow !” 
So  they  boiled  one  of  the  children  and  did  eat  him.  Was  it 
murder  ?  certainly.  Thou  shalt  not  kill.  The  famine  was  a 
judgment,  and  they  seek  to  avoid  it  by  shedding  blood  !  But 
will  not  the  children  die  at  any  rate  ?  If  they  die,  let  them  die  at 
the  hand  of  God,  who  gives  life  and  takes  it ;  but  thou  shalt  not 
kill !  They  murder.  With  premeditated  malice  ?  No  ! — no 
one  ever  yet  hated  his  own  flesh  !  Their  own  interests,  their 
love  of  life,  and  fear  of  death,  prevail  supremely, — even  over 
their  respect  for  the  life  of  those  who  look  up  to  them  and  say — 
Mother ! 

Now  apply  this  to  the  case  in  hand.  A  seller  of  strong  drink, 
not  in  starving  circumstances,  but  under  the  plea  that  he  must 
support  his  family,  in  the  pursuit  of  his  own  interests,  which  are 
to  him  a  supreme  consideration,  casts  around  him  fire-brands, 
arrows,  and  death — some  fall.  Does  he  hate  them  ?  No.  Did 
he  premeditate  their  death  ?  No.  He  would  no  doubt  be  much 
better  satisfied,  if  they  could  live  and  his  profits  be  just  as  great. 
He  kills  them,  in  the  pursuit  of  his  own  interests,  which  he  holds 
higher  than  his  duty  to  preserve  the  lives  of  others.  He  might 
keep  his  ox  in — but  that  would  cost.  He  might  withhold  liquor, 
but  that  would  be  against  his  interests.  He  provides  death,  in 
the  regular  pursuit  of  his  business,  not  as  an  end,  but  as  a  means 
of  gain.  Is  he  a  murderer  ?  You  shall  judge  him — No  !  you 
shall  not,  God  shall  judge  him — No,  God  has  judged  him  al¬ 
ready  !  Thou  shalt  not  kill.  Tried,  art  thou,  by  the  light  ot 
God’s  word  and  condemned  !  Thou  art  weighed  in  the  balances, 
and  art  found  wanting.  God’s  own  hand  hath  written  the  fiery- 
lettered  Tekel  ! 

II.  The  instrument  used  in  effecting  death  maybe  of  any  kind. 
We  are  apt  to  associate,  in  our  minds,  with  murder  the  idea  of 
butcher-knives,  dirks,  pistols,  poison,  and  such  like  just  as  if  the 
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instrument  with  which  it  is  done  were  essential  to  the  validity  of 
murder.  Against  this  error  God  is,  however,  careful  to  provide: 
in  Num.  35 :  16-19.  There  he  enumerates  different  weapons 
as  specimens,  to  show  that  it  is  not  the  instrument  that  constitutes 
the  murder,  but  the  smiting  “  till  he  die.”  It  may  be  “  an  in¬ 
strument  of  iron;”  it  may  be  “  throwing  a  stone it  may  be 
“  an  hand-weapon  of  wood or  it  may  be  by  “  smiting  him 
with  the  hand.”  These  are  enumerated,  not  to  teach  that  taking 
life  with  these  instruments,  alone  is  murder ;  but  evidently  to 
teach,  that  the  instrument  used  is  a  matter  of  perfect  indifference. 
Any  means,  any  course  of  appliances,  by  which  life  may  be  in¬ 
vaded,  is  sufficient  to  produce  murder ;  and  any  one  who  holds 
and  directs  these  appliances  while  they  bear  upon  the  life  of 
another,  is  a  murderer.  If  any  man  could,  by  a  large  lens,  con¬ 
centrate  the  rays  of  the  sun  into  a  focus  of  sufficient  power,  if 
cast  on  a  fellow  man,  to  end  his  life,  and  were  to  do  so,  he  would 
be  a  murderer. 

The  question  then  is  not,  what  instrument  has  killed  the  man 
that  is  dead  in  the  road ;  but  the  question  is,  is  he  really  dead 
because  of  some  outward  appliances  that  have  been  brought  to 
bear  on  him.  And  then,  in  whose  hands  are  those  appliances  ? 
Who  sustains  them  in  operation  ?  Who  is  the  owner  of  the 
goring  ox  ? — he  is  a  murderer,  and  shall  surely  be  put  to  death. 

III.  It  is  not  necessary  to  the  validity  of  murder,  that  death  be 
effected,  at  one  time,  or  by  one  stroke,  or  one  glass..  All  that  is 
necessary,  is,  that  he  smite  him  “  till  he  die.”  Take  a  club,  give 
a  man  one  stroke  a  day,  for  a  thousand  days  ;  and  suppose  he  die 
on  the  last  day,  after  the  last  stroke — are  you  a  murderer  ?  cer¬ 
tainly,  you  smote  him  till  he  died ;  and  it  is  just  the  same  as  if 
you  had  done  it  at  the  first  or  second  stroke,  all  in  the  same 
minute.  Suppose  you  give  a  man  a  small  portion  of  poison, 
each  day,  for  a  thousand  days,  and  it  is  not  till  the  thousandth 
dose  that  you  succeed  in  breaking  the  springs  of  life,  are  you 
therefore  less  a  murderer?  No  !  Do  you  not  rather  aggravate 
your  crime  by  adding  cruelty  to  murder  ! 

Let  us  prove  this  point  from  Scripture,  for  it  is  with  this  wit¬ 
ness  that  every  assertion  shall  be  conscientiously  established.  In 
John  8  :  44,  it  is  said  that  the  devil  “  was  a  murderer  from  the 
beginning.”  How  is  the  devil  a  murderer  ?  Do  we  read  of  one 
act,  among  all  his  acts,  “  from  the  beginning,”  in  which  he  lock 
the  life  of  a  man  at  one  time  or  with  one  stroke  ?  Verily  no.- — 
How  then  is  the  devil  a  murderer  ?  By  infusing  into  man’s  nature 
the  poison  of  sin  ;  by  holding  upon  him,  through  long  years,  an 
engine  of  hellish  appliances  ;  under  the  power  of  which  he  gra¬ 
dually  invades  the  sphere  of  his  life,  till  at  last  he  sinks  body  and 
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soul  under  his  power — and  dies  !  Oh  how  fearfully  does  he  die ! 
Though  he  kills  slowly,  and  by  many  strokes,  he  continues 
playing  upon  his  victim  with  his  hellish  engines  “till  he  die.” 
This  is  enough — “  he  is  a  murderer,  from  the  beginning.” 

Need  I  stop  here  to  trace  out  the  similarity  between  the  man¬ 
ner  in  which  Satan  kills,  and  in  which  a  seller  of  liquor  kills. — 
A  child  can  trace  it.  And  are  two  operators,  so  similar  in  their 
means  and  appliances,  in  no  fellowship  with  each  other.  May 
not  the  children’s  lineaments  be  seen  in  the  father’s  face,  sufficient¬ 
ly  clear  to  warrant  us  in  exclaiming,  not  in  abuse,  but  in  all  faith¬ 
fulness,  reproof  and  warning:  “  Ye  are  of  your  father  the  devil, 
and  the  lusts  of  your  father  ye  will  do.”  John  8  :  44. 

IV.  It  is  not  necessary  to  the  validity  of  murder  that  death 
should  be  effected  by  one  person  alone.  There  are  few  deaths 
from  liquor  which  are  effected  by  one  selling  establishment, 
and  it  is  often  not  possible  for  a  human  mind  to  decide,  how 
much  of  the  fault  belongs  to  one,  and  how  much  to  another — but 
it  is  not  so  with  God.  He  can  trace  out  secret  and  hidden  causes. 
One  is  no  less  guilty  in  the  sight  of  God,  because  another  is  as 
guilty  as  he.  Half  a  dozen,  or  more  men,  may  have  hand  in  the 
death  of  an  individual,  even  tho’  one  killed  himself  as  a  suicide, 
and  all  will  be,  in  the  sight  of  God  murderers.  Hence  God 
says  :  “  Though  hand  join  in  hand,  the  wicked  shall  not  be  un¬ 
punished.”  Even  in  our  civil  law,  an  accessary  is  considered 
alike  guilty  with  him  who  stands  nearest  the  result ;  showing 
that  even  the  civil  law  recognizes  fellowship  in  murder. 

The  devil,  as  we  have  seen,  is  called  a  murderer.  But  he  did 
not  at  first,  nor  does  he  now,  produce  death,  except  by  the  aid 
and  use  ot  accessaries.  David  did  not  kill  innocent  Uriah  with 
his  own  hand  alone,  yet  God  says  to  David :  “  Thou  hast  slain 
him  with  the  sword  of  the  children  of  Ammon.”  2.  Sam.  12:  9. 

Suppose  three  men  from  a  distance,  should  move  to  Lewisburg. 
They  commence  gathering  the  buds  of  certain  trees.  They  ex¬ 
press  the  juice.  This  juice  makes  a  drink,  which  men  much 
love,  but  which  is  very  injurious  to  them.  They  sell  it  at  three 
difierent  places  in  town.  Two  men  die  of  it,  as  two  have  died  in 
less  than  two  months  in  this  place.  Suppose  it  is  not  possible  to 
tell  where  they  got  the  last,  or  which  one  did  them  the  most  in¬ 
jury.  Is  it  not  certain  that  the  three  killed  them,  and  that  all 
three  are  murderers  ?  Remove  at  once  all  the  liquor  houses  in 
the  land,  so  that  it  cannot  be  bought  at  the  bar,  and  it  is  safe  to 
say,  that  thousands  would  escape  a  drunkard’s  grave  that  will  find 
it  as  it  is.  TJiese  will  die,  and  die  of  strong  drink  ;  God  will 
divide  the  guilt  by  a  wisdom,  which  knows  what  part  each  has 
borne  in  the  work  of  death. 
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Let  us  now  prove  this  by  a  passage  of  Scripture.  Hear  it. — 
Who  killed  Jesus  ?  Herod?  No,  he  only  refused  to  acquit  him. 
Pilate  ?  No,  he  washed  his  hands,  and  gave  him  into  the  hands  of 
the  rabble.  The  Gentiles  and  people  of  Israel  ?  Many  of  them 
did  no  more  than  consent  to  his  death,  some  merely  cried  out  he 
ought  to  die,  others,  more  bold,  said :  “Crucify  him,”  while  others 
still,  only  said,  “Not  this  man  but  Barrabbas  a  few  only  drove 
the  nails,  and  one ,  solitary  and  alone,  put  the  spear  in  his  side. 
All  these,  because  there  were  hands  joined  in  hands,  would  fain 
plead  innocency  like  Pilate.  But  Peter  tells  us,  by  the  Holy 
Ghost,  who  among  them  are  murderers.  “  For  of  a  truth  against 
thy  holy  child  Jesus,  whom  thou  hast  annointed,  both  Herod,  and 
Pontius  Pilate,  with  the  Gentiles,  and  the  people  of  Israel,  were 
gathered  together,  for  to  do  whatsoever  thy  hand  and  counsel  de¬ 
termined  before  to  be  done.”  In  the  7th  chap,  52  verse,  Stephen 
calls  those  to  whom  he  preaches,  the  Lord’s  murderers  !  Here 
then  was  a  fellowship  to  do  the  work  of  death,  and  all  are  guilty  ; 
even  the  smooth-faced  Pilate.  When  one  after  the  other  falls  a 
victim  to  death  by  means  of  liquor,  the  man  who  sells  it  may 
wash  his  hands,  and  say,  See  ye  to  it,  I  am  clear  of  the  blood  of 
this  man.  Men  may  acquit  him,  but  God  will  not;  no  more  than 
he  did  Pilate.  The  man  that  has  the  goring  ox,  may  send  him 
out,  and  sit  in  his  house  to  read  the  Bible,  and  devoutly  say,  See 
I  lay  hands  on  no  man  !  But  let  the  ox  gore  one  that  he  die.— 
The  question  then  will  be,  Where  is  his  owner  ?  Has  it  been  tes¬ 
tified  to  him,  that  the  ox  was  wont,  in  times  past,  to  push  ?  If  so, 
bring  him  forth,  he  shall  surely  be  put  to  death — the  penalty  of 
murder.  If  a  man,  sitting  in  his  house,  can  become  guilty  of 
murder  by  his  ox  which  is  out,  why  may  not  a  seller  of  liquor, 
be^guilty  of  the  death  of  that  man  who  is  raving  in  yonder  house, 
under  the  power  of  delirium  tremens,  with  a  bottle  under  his  bed, 
which  the  seller  of  liquor  but  a  short  time  before  had  filled  for 
him — or  perhaps  even  sent  to  him,  after  he  could  leave  his  room 
no  more  ! 

V.  It  does  not  alter  the  case,  or  lesson  the  guilt  of  the  seller 
of  liquor,  that  he  has  the  consent  of  his  victim.  On  this  most  of 
them  stay  themselves.  They  cannot,  and  dare  not,  deny  that 
men  are  killed  by  liquor.  But  they  say,  that  they  did  it  them¬ 
selves.  They  compelled  no  one  to  drink,  but  only  sold  it  to  such 
as  took  it  willingly.  If  this  were  so,  they  would  be  self-murder¬ 
ers  or  suicides. 

Grant  even  that  they  are  suicides,  (but  we  showed  clearly  the 
contrary)  and  it  does  not  help  them,  or  clear  them.  For  then 
he  liquor  sellers  eome  in  as  accessaries.  This,  even  in  the  eyes 


of  civil  law,  makes  them  equally  guilty  with  those  who  perpetrate 
it.  Accessaries  they  are.  It  is,  by  the  liquor,  that  they  are 
made  travelers  on  that  road,  upon  which  death  overtakes  them 
too  soon.  This  liquor  is  set  before  them,  by  those  who  might 
withhold  it  with  the  greatest  ease.  It  would  be  far  easier  for  a 
seller  of  liquor  to  fix  his  bottles  and  his  barrels  so  that  no  man 
would  be  injured  by  them,  than  it  is  to  chain  an  ox  that  is  wont 
to  gore  ! — far  easier  ! 

But,  it  is  not  true,  that  they  may  sell  because  their  victim  is 
willing  to  buy.  Establish  this  principle,  that  you  have  a  right  to 
injure  a  man  because  he  is  willing  to  be  injured,  and  you  make  a 
dreadful  havoc  among  morals.  May  I  kill  a  man  who  is  willing 
to  be  killed  ?  Can  a  child  dishonor  its  parents,  because  they  are 
willing  to  be  dishonored  ?  May  the  seducer  seduce,  because  his 
victim  is  willing  to  be  seduced  ?  May  the  physician  give  a  dose, 
which  will  end  the  life  of  a  suffering  patient,  because  that  patient 
is  willing  to  take  it,  and  would  rather  die  than  live.  Who  will 
pollute  his  mouth  with  such  nonsense  l  Certainly,  no  one  whose 
cause  can  be  sustained  by  sensible  arguments.  Why  then  does 
a  liquor  seller  pretend  that  he  has  a  right  to  sell  to  a  man  till  he 
is  dead,  because  he  buys  it  with  a  free  will  ?  W  e  are  tempted  to 
exclaim — “Sus,  apage ,  non  tibi  spiro Shall  I  translate  it  ?— 
“Away  swine,  I  spend  no  more  breath  on  you  !”  Or  in  Scrip¬ 
ture  language,  I  cast  no  more  pearls  before  swine. 

Quite  different  are  the  principles  of  the  Gospel  in  regard  to 
this  point.  “  \  e  that  are  strong  ought  to  support  the  weak.” — 
Take  away  the  liquor  from  one  who  is  too  far  gone  to  cast  it  from 
him.  One,  who  not  long  since  died  in  this  place  of  drunken¬ 
madness,  said  on  one  occasion  to  a  friend  of  his,  that  when  the 
spell  of  desire  for  liquor  came  on  him  he  must  have  it.  “  If  there 
were  any,  said  he  “on  the  opposite  side  of  the  room  where  I 
am,  and  death  and  hell  were  between,  I  must  try  to  get  at  it!” 
Of  course,  such  a  man  is  willing  to  buy  it— and  that  till  he  dies  ! 
And  therefore,  according  to  this  argument,  a  liquor  seller  has  a 
right  to  let  him  have  it !  No !  take  it  away— for  God’s  sake.— 
INo!  pity  the  poor  slave  of  his  own  will  !  Pity  him — he  has 
gone  so  far  that  he  cannot  stop  by  his  own  strength  !  Take  it, 
in  pity,  gently  away  from  him — keep  it  out  of  his  reach,  for  his 
soul  s  sake.  Woo  him  back  to  the  path  from  which  he  has  wan- 
deied,  or  been  drawn  aside  !  Tell  him  of  higher  enjoyments 
than  drink.  Tell  him  of  homes  and  hearts  open.  Tell  him  of 
a  peaceful  death,  and  a  glorious  Heaven.  Tell  him  of  blood  that 
cleanseth  from  all  sin.  Tell  him  of  the  hand  that  breaks  not  the 
bruised  reed,  but  binds  up  the  broken  hearted.  This  is  the  lan- 


guage  of  right  and  of  religion.  How  harshly,  upon  tones  like 
these,  breaks  the  voice  of  the  dram-seller  :  I  give  him  because 
he  wants  it.  If  he  dies,  it  is  his  own  fault — let  him  take  care  of 
himself.  Am  I  my  brother’s  keeper?  Cain  !  Cain  ! — It — is — 
the — voice — of — a — murderer  ! 

In  conclusion,  I  call  upon  you  brethren,  in  the  language  of  the 
Jews  :  “  Men,  of  Israel,  help!”  Oh  come  to  the  rescue  !  Look 
at  the  poor  drunkard,  tottering  on  the  verge  of  the  grave — on  the 

verge  of - ! !  Shall  they  die  ?  our  kindred — shall  they  die  ? — 

die  ? — and  such  a  death  !  God  of  Israel  help.  Oh  thou  that 
dwellest  between  the  cherubim,  send  help  out  of  Zion  !  Bare 
thine  arm,  God  of  mercy  and  of  justice.  Let  the  people  say, 
Amen  ! 


